Belarus [5] and Ukraine [6, 9, etc.] as well as in the Republic of Azerbaijan [4] .
Thus, in the review carried out by the Ministry of Culture and Tourism of Azerbaijan Republic [4] pointed out that the national lawmaking preceded by searching and finding relevant laws of other countries, a thorough study of the situation, the existing problems and deficiencies in the sphere in the country, which is to be adjusted preparing law. In preparation of every law necessarily also take into account the relevant international conventions... in the preparation of each is in the discussion of the law put such basic tasks as compliance with these laws, standards and practices of developed countries, compulsory reflected in their cultural priorities of the Council of Europe, as well as the realities and specific features Azerbaijan, which pursued the main goal -to achieve efficiency and effectiveness of the laws of harmony spirit of the times, to ensure the rights and interests of all subjects of cultural activities closer to the contemporary domestic and international requirements. There is also seen a specificity of protection compared with the immovable cultural property.
However, this article discusses the features of the protection of material objects of immovable cultural heritage sites, protected under the 1972 Convention.
To solve the conventional problems concerning the protection of the listed objects, participants of the 1972 Convention have undertaken certain obligations.
In particular, each State Party to this Convention recognizes that the duty of ensuring the identification, protection, conservation, presentation and transmission to future generations of the cultural and natural heritage referred to in Articles 1 and 2 and situated on its territory, belongs primarily to that State. It will do all it can to this end, to the utmost of its own resources and, where appropriate, with any international assistance and co-operation, in particular, financial, artistic, scientific and technical, which it may be able to obtain.
Thus, with respect to the cultural and natural heritage of the state -parties to the Convention recognized the need to restrict its sovereignty on the action with respect to said legacy, putting it under the control of the international community. 4. The requirements of international instruments in the field of cultural heritage protection even more effectively implemented in the public administration of the country, the harder the courts apply the requirements of these international operating directly in solving disputes with the authorities.
